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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 19-May-2006 has been entered. 

2. The amendment filed on 19-May-2006 has been received and entered. Claims 1-23 are 
pending. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1,11, 14, and 19 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 1, 1 1, 14, and 19, recite, "that uses" and "for" in various lines, which constitute 

intended use. It raises the possibility of not having it be a requirement of the invention and it can 
be an optional choice for implementation and thus making the recitation following not carry 
patentable weight. Since if the choice is made not to "use" the condition data in obtaining 
retrieval information. Then none of the steps following have to actually take place. Claims 
should be amended to add definition of such condition data or active fiinctionality tied to the 
condition data (i.e. "to", "is", "wherein" or "that" or "based on" or "converting"). Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1, 14, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 1 is not statutory because it merely recites a number of computing steps without 
producing any tangible result and/or being limited to a practical application. The use of 
computer hardware has not been indicated in the body of the claim. There is no hardware or 
storage tied to the claimed steps in order to realize their functionality. 

Furthermore, the claims do not recite a practical application by producing a physical 
transformation or producing a useful, concrete, and tangible result. In this case the claims fail to 
produce a tangible result because "processing the set of objects" or "creating an instance" does 
not indicate presentation or storage of the processed object in order to provide concrete, tangible, 
result. 

Similarly, claims 14, and 19 carry the same deficiency. 

6. Claim 1 and 14 are not limited to tangible embodiments. In view of Applicant's 
disclosure, specification paragraph 0035, the medium is not limited to tangible embodiments, 
instead being defined as including both tangible embodiments (e.g., data storage devices) and 
intangible embodiments (e.g., transmission media). As such, the claim is not limited to statutory 
subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. 
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To overcome this type of 101 rejections the claims need to be amended to include only 
the physical computer media, i.e. computer readable storage media, would be statutory. 
As such, all dependent claims will need to recite "storage medium". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 14, 16, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2, 3, 6, 7, and 9, recite the limitation "the mechanism" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 4, 16, and 21, recite, "populating the instance" which is vague and confiising how 
could an instance be populated? Is it meant that the instance will be formed and stored for 
subsequent use? Or is meant that the string expression will be populated at that instance? 
Clarification is required. 

Claim 7, recite "a relation" in line 3, without any further definition to where this relation 
came from or what it comprises or how it is being used in light of the present invention. Is it 
stored or is it used in defining stored objects? The Claim further recite "finding items that the set 
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of objects consume based on the relation" which too vague and indefinite since there appears to 
be no further mention of those items or the consumption. It is unclear what is meant by 
"consume" in light of the remaining claimed limitations. Clarification is required. 

Claim 10; recite "a method" as a part of component stored which is indefinite for failing 
to point out the scope of the claim. Is the claim including a secondary un-defined method to be 
performed? Or is there a different process-taking place within the method? A method for doing 
what? There's no support or definition in the claim for the method. Correction is required. 

Claim 14, line 3, recite "parseable input output" which is vague and confusing, the 
recitation is either directed to input or to an output but not it possibly to both. Correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

10. Claims 1-3, 5-15, 17-20, and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gillis et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,286,035 Bl). 
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As to claim 1, GilHsetaL teaches in an interactive operating environment a computer 
readable medium having computer executable instructions, the instructions comprising: 

receiving a set of objects output from a prior command via an object-based command 
pipeline (See column 5, lines 39-56); and 

processing the set of objects using an operating environment mechanism to resolve each 
object in the set into a data type (See column 6, lines 63-67). 

As to claim 2, Gillis et al. teaches wherein the set of objects is associated with a first data 
type and the processing by the mechanism comprises looking up a conversion for converting the 
first data type to the data type (See column 8, lines 32-43). 

As to claim 3, Gillis et al. teaches wherein the unresolved string is associated with a data 
type that is not natively supported by the operating environment, the mechanism comprises 
retrieving extended information that defines the data type and creating an instance of the data 
type (See column 7, lines 35-55). 

As to claim 5, Gillis et al. teaches fiirther comprising receiving a string via the object- 
based command pipeline, wherein the string includes a wildcard and the processing by the 
mechanism comprises producing a subset of the set of objects based on the wildcard. 



As to claim 6, GilHs et al. teaches further comprising receiving a string via the object-based 
command pipeline, wherein the string includes a property set and the processing by the 
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mechanism comprises identifying a plurality of properties associated with the property set and 
processing the set of objects based on the plurality of properties (See column 5, lines 57-67). 

As to claim 7, Gillis et al teaches further comprising receiving a string via the object- 
based command pipeline, wherein the string includes a relation and the processing by the 
mechanism comprises finding items that the set of objects consume based on the relation (See 
column 8, lines 7-20). 

As to claim 8, Gillis et al. teaches further comprising receiving a string via the object- 
based command pipeline, wherein the string comprises a property path, the property path 
comprises a series of components that provide navigation to a desired property of each object in 
the set (See column 7, lines 5-25). 

As to claim 9, Gillis et al. teaches wherein the mechanism performs a look-up to resolve 
each component (See column 8, lines 11 -20). 

As to claim 10, Gillis et al. teaches wherein each component comprises a property of 
each object in the set, a method pf each object in the set, a field of each object in the set, a third 
party property, or a third party method (Due to the "or" the entire selection is deemed to mean be 
at least one of, see column 8, lines 59-67). 
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As to claim 1 1, Gillis et al. teaches wherein the associated object comprises an object 
associated with a preceding component (See column 2, lines 31-49). 

As to claim 12, Gillis et al. teaches wherein the set of objects is received as input to a 
subsequent command in the object-based command pipeline after processing the set of objects 
using the operating environment mechanism (See Figure 2). 

* As to claim 13, GilHs et al. teaches wherein a component comprises a reference to 
registered code (See Figure 2). 

As to claim 14, Gillis et al. teaches a computer readable medium having computer 
executable instructions, the instructions comprising: 

receiving parseable input output form a prior command via an object based command 
pipeline within an operating environment, the parseable input including content that uses a data 
type that is not natively supported by the operating environment (See column 5, lines 39-56); 

retrieving extended information that defines the data type (See column 6, lines 63-67); 

and 

creating an instance of the data type (See column 7, lines 35-55). 



As to claims 15 and 20, GilHs et al. teaches wherein the parseable input comprises a 
Windows Management Instrumentation (WMI) input, an ActiveX Data Object (ADO) input, an 
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XML input, or a third party data format (See column 4, lines 4-11, wherein "third party format" 
reads on "C++"). 



As to claims 1 7 and 22, Gillis et al. teaches wherein the parseable input comprises a third 
party object that provides an additional property to an object supported natively within the 
operating environment (See column 8, lines 44-58). 

As to claims 18 and 23, GiUis et al. teaches wherein the parseable input comprises an 
ontology service (See Figure 2, 150, plain text). 

As to claim 19, Gillis et al. teaches a system that extends data types available to an 
operating environment, the system comprising: 

a processor (See column 3, lines 54-65); and 

a memory, the memory being allocated for a plurality of computer-executable 
instructions which are loaded into the memory for execution by the processor (See column 4, 
lines 58-59), the computer-executable instructions comprising: 

For the remaining steps of this claim, the applicant is directed to the remarks and 
discussions made in claim 1 and 14 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 4, 16, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gillis et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,286,035 Bl) in view of Lawrence, jcnidline Package User Guide 
Release (hereon Lawrence) . 

As to claims 4, 16 and 21, Gillis et al. does not teach wherein the extended information 
comprises extended metadata and code, the extended metadata describes the data type and the 
code comprises additional instructions to populate the instance of the data type. 

Lawrence teaches wherein the extended information comprises extended metadata and 
code, the extended metadata describes the data type and the code comprises additional 
instructions to populate the instance of the data type (See page 5, Parameter tags, and page 7, 
Command Line Handlers section). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Gillis and Lawrence because it simplify processing of command line options and parameters, 
encourage uniformity of command line conversations and usage display (See Lawrence page 1). 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-23 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 571-272-4074. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:30PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Gaffm can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




N^^eerfAbel-Jalil 
August 6, 2006 



